Electronically Filed

5/21/2019 2:46 PM
Idaho Supreme Court
Karel Lehrman, Clerk ofthe Court
By: Brad Thies,

Deputy Clerk

THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO
STATE OF IDAHO,

)
)

Plaintiff—Respondent,

N0. 46383-2018

)
)

v.

)

Kootenai County Case No.
CR—2018-90

)

JUSTIN ALAN HALSNE,

)
)

Defendant—Appellant.

)
)

BRIEF OF RESPONDENT

APPEAL FROM THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL
DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE
COUNTY OF KOOTENAI

HONORABLE JOHN T. MITCHELL
District

Judge

LAWRENCE G. WASDEN

KIMBERLY A. COSTER

Attorney General
State 0f Idaho

Deputy State Appellate Public Defender

PAUL R. PANTHER
Deputy Attorney General
Chief, Criminal

322 E. Front St., Ste. 570
Boise, Idaho 83702
(208) 334-2712
E-mail: documents@sapd.state.id.us

Law Division

JEFF NYE
Deputy Attorney General
Criminal Law Division
O. Box 83720
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010
(208) 334-4534
E-mail: ecf@ag.idah0.gov
P.

ATTORNEYS FOR

ATTORNEY FOR

PLAINTIFF—RESPONDENT

DEFENDANT-APPELLANT

TABLE OF CONTENTS

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

.............................................................................................. ii

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature

Of The Case

Statement
IS SUE

Of The

w

............................................................................................ 1

................................................................................................. 1

Facts

And Course Of The Proceedings

...................................... 1

..................................................................................................................................

ARGUMENT
The

.......................................................................................................................

District

Court Did Not Err

3

4

By Denying Halsne’s Motion

T0 Suppress .............................................................................................................. 4
A.

Introduction .................................................................................................. 4

B.

Standard

C.

The

Of Review ..................................................................................... 4

District

Court Properly Denied Halsne’s Motion

T0 Suppress .................................................................................................. 4

CONCLUSION

....................................................................................................................

5

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE ............................................................................................ 6

TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

M
Payton

V.

New York, 445

M

U.S. 573 (1980) ......................................................................... 4

State V. Huffaker, 160 Idaho 400,

374 P.3d 563 (2016)

State V. Northover, 133 Idaho 655, 991 P.2d

380

ii

(Ct.

.....................................................

App. 1999)

....................................

4
4

STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Nature

Of The Case
Justin

Alan Halsne appeals from the judgments entered

guilty to assault or battery

after

he conditionally pled

upon a police ofﬁcer, possession of paraphernalia, and

obstructing an ofﬁcer. “[M]indful of the district court’s ﬁndings,” Halsne argues that the

When

district court erred

Statement

Of The

Facts

On December
Justin

Alan Halsne

it

denied his motion t0 suppress. (Appellant’s

1 .)

And Course Of The Proceedings

30, 2017, Ofﬁcers Jacobson

and Breakie arrived

t0 execute a warrant for Halsne’s arrest.

had arrested [Halsne] twice before
times.” (R., p.142.)

brief, p.

“On

at least

at that location,

at the

(R., p. 142.)

residence of

Ofﬁcer “Breakie

and [Halsne] had resisted

arrest

both

one prior occasion, [Ofﬁcer] Breakie found [Halsne] in

the ‘backyard’ of the residence.” (R., pp.142-43.)

Ofﬁcer “Breakie knocked loudly on the

N0

front door 0f the house.” (R., p.143.)

one answered the door, but the ofﬁcers could hear people

inside.

(R., p.143.)

“Because

[Ofﬁcer] Breakie had found [Halsne] in the backyard previously, [Ofﬁcer] Jacobson went
t0 a

door there.”

(R., p.143.)

Ofﬁcer Jacobson knocked on the back door.
door.

(TL, p.7, L.22

—

p.8, L.3.)

(R., pp. 143-44.)

Ofﬁcer Jacobson told Halsne he was under

p.144.) Halsne tried t0 shut the door, but Ofﬁcer Jacobson prevented

(R., p. 144.)

Halsne opened the

Halsne kicked Ofﬁcer Jacobson “pretty hard.”

arrest.

(R.,

him from doing

(R., p.144.)

so.

Ofﬁcer Jacobson

entered the residence and arrested Halsne. (R., p. 149.)

The

state

charged Halsne With assault or battery upon an ofﬁcer, possession of

paraphernalia, and obstructing an ofﬁcer.

(R., pp.55-56.)

Halsne moved to suppress

“all

evidence gathered” by the ofﬁcers on the basis that “the entry into the curtilage by the
ofﬁcers was unlawful.” (R., p.52.) The district court denied Halsne’s motion. (R., pp. 14253.)

Halsne pled guilty to amended charges on the condition that he could appeal from
the district court’s denial of his motion t0 suppress.

(R., p.206.)

The

district court

sentenced Halsne to time served 0n the two misdemeanor charges and imposed a uniﬁed
sentence of ﬁve years with three years
district court

ﬁxed on

the felony charge.

(R., pp.212-17.)

suspended Halsne’s sentence and placed him 0n probation for four years.

p.213.)

Halsne timely appealed.

(R., pp.221-24.)

The
(R.,

M
Halsne

Did the

states the issue

0n appeal

district court err in

as:

denying Mr. Halsne’s motion to suppress?

(Appellant’s brief, p.4.)

The

state rephrases the issue as:

Has Halsne
suppress?

failed t0

show

that the district court erred

by denying

his

motion

to

ARGUMENT
The
A.

Court Did Not Err

District

BV Denying Halsne’s Motion T0

Suppress

Introduction

Based on the

factual ﬁndings

made by

the district court,

challenge 0n appeal, the ofﬁcers did not Violate the Fourth

his property t0 arrest

believe Halsne

was

Standard

B.

him because they had a valid warrant

which Halsne does not

Amendment When they entered
for his arrest

and had reason

to

in his residence.

Of Review

This Court reviews a

district court’s

order resolving a motion to suppress “using a

bifurcated standard of review.” State V. Huffaker, 160 Idaho 400, 404, 374 P.3d 563, 567

(2016).

“This Court accepts the

erroneous, but

light

it

court’s application 0f constitutional principles in

Li.

Court Properly Denied Halsne’s Motion T0 Suppress

The

District

The

district court

Fourth Amendment.

with

court’s ﬁndings of fact unless they are clearly

may freely review the trial

of those facts.”

C.

trial

properly rejected Halsne’s argument that the ofﬁcers violated the

“[A]n

arrest

warrant founded 0n probable cause implicitly carries

the limited authority to enter a dwelling in

reason to believe the suspect

is

within.” Payton V.

which the suspect

New York,

lives

When

there

445 U.S. 573, 603 (1980).

This authority necessarily includes the authority t0 enter the curtilage of the home.
State V. Northover, 133 Idaho 655, 658-59, 991 P.2d 380, 383-84 (Ct.

Here, the ofﬁcers acted within the limited authority granted

When

is

ﬂ

App. 1999).

by

the arrest warrant

they entered Halsne’s curtilage and residence to arrest him. The ofﬁcers

knew

that

Halsne lived in the residence because Ofﬁcer “Breakie had arrested [Halsne] twice before

at that location.”

inside the

home

(R.,

pp.142, 149.) The ofﬁcers had reason to believe that Halsne

at the

time Ofﬁcer Jacobson entered the backyard because they heard

people inside ofthe home

had reason

was

Who refused t0 open the door.

to believe they

(R., pp. 143, 149.)

And the ofﬁcers

might ﬁnd Halsne in the backyard because, “[o]n

at least

one

prior occasion, [Ofﬁcer] Breakie found [Halsne] in the ‘backyard’ of the residence.” (R.,

pp.142-43, 149.)

Given these

factual

ﬁndings made by the

district court,

concedes “are supported by the evidence in the record” (Appellant’s
court did not err

When it found the

Which Halsne

brief, p.7), the district

ofﬁcers acted Within the authority granted by the search

warrant and thus did not Violate the Fourth Amendment.

CONCLUSION
The

state respectfully requests this

Court afﬁrm the judgments entered after Halsne

conditionally pled guilty t0 assault or battery

upon a police ofﬁcer, possession 0f

paraphernalia, and obstructing an ofﬁcer.

DATED this 2lst day 0f May, 2019.
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